
BEFORE

THE PUBLIC SERVICE COHNISSION OF

SOUTH CAROLINA

DOCKET NO. 91-606-E — ORDER NO. 92-34

JANUARY 22, 1992

IN RE: Application of South Carolina
Electri. c & Gas Company for a
Certificate of Environmental
Compatibility and Public Conveni-
ence and Necessity for. the
Construction and Operati. on of a
385 NW Pulverized Coal-Powered
Generating Plant near Cope,
Orangeburg County, South Carolina.

)
)
) ORDER GRANTING
) REQUEST TO

) WITHDRAW OF
) INTERVENOR
)

)
)

This matter comes before the Public Service Commission of

South Carolina (the Commission) on the let. ter of January 17, 1992,

of Tenaska, Inc. (Tenaska) seeking to withdraw as an intervenor in

the present. Docket'

On January 8, 1992, by Order No. 92-4, in this Docket, this

Commission granted Tenaska's Pet. it. ion to Intervene. Subsequent to

this, Tenaska informs us by letter that it wishes to withdra~ as an

intervenor in this Docket. . Tenaska states that after further

investigation it does not believe that. ,it is in the best interest

of the parties in this case, including Tenaska, for this

intervent. ion to continue. The letter stated that although Tenaska

appreciated the Commission's granting of intervenor status, it
wished to withdraw from said status.
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On January 8, 1992, by Order No. 92-4, in this Docket, this

Commission granted Tenaska's Petition to Intervene. Subsequent to
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wished to withdraw from said status.
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It appears to the Commission that Tenaska states good cause

for withdrawal from this proceeding.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

1. That Tenaska is hereby al.lowed to withdr'aw as an

intervenor in these proceedings and is hereby withdrawn as an

in'tervenor'.

2. That this Order shall remain in full force and effect
until further Order of the Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE CONNISSION:

~~OF Chai rman

ATTEST:

( SEAI )
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It appears to the Commission that Tenaska states good cause

for withdrawal from this proceeding.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED:

i. That Tenaska is hereby allowed to withdraw as an

intervenor in these pr:oceedings and is hereby withdrawn as an

intervenor.

2. That this Order shall remain in full force and effect

until further Order of the Commission.

BY ORDER OF THE COMMISSION:

VICE C_a{rman / ---

ATTEST :

_ei0U_NE-x-6cutive Dikector

(SEAL)


